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and that anti-Trump bias did not affect 
the FBI’s work on Crossfire Hurricane. 
Those are the very issues the Repub-
lican majority reexamined in their own 
investigation. In that instance, the De-
partment of Justice inspector general 
satisfied all the criteria of an inspec-
tion, an investigation, and yet the Re-
publicans rejected it and proceeded for-
ward. 

In this case, the Republican leader in 
the Senate is arguing that the work of 
the inspector general should be 
enough—quite a difference. 

Throughout the course of that inves-
tigation, the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee held extensive hearings, but it 
wasn’t enough. 

The Republican-led Senate Judiciary 
Committee was so focused on inves-
tigating a conspiracy theory about 
Obama that they didn’t hold a single 
hearing on the Trump administration’s 
Department of Justice in 4 years. If 
they had, maybe they would have dis-
covered this latest revelation rather 
than the New York Times. 

Senator MCCONNELL did not warn the 
Judiciary Committee that the DOJ in-
spector general’s investigation was suf-
ficient or that its investigation into 
Crossfire Hurricane would become a 
partisan circus. He saw it completely 
differently in those days. 

Importantly, it seems the minority 
leader does not speak for his entire 
caucus. Yesterday the minority whip 
said: ‘‘Obviously this warrants further 
review and investigation,’’ and he 
‘‘assume[s] the committee will work 
through that.’’ I hope that other Re-
publican Members of the Chamber join 
the minority whip to call for further 
investigation. Congress’s place in our 
constitutional order is too important 
to simply look the other way. 

f 

DACA 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, it 
was 9 years ago today, after a year or 
more of writing letters to my friend 
and colleague President Obama, that 
he finally agreed to an Executive order 
known as DACA. DACA took the heart 
of the DREAM Act, which I introduced 
20 years ago, and made an Executive 
order. He said to those who were 
brought to this country as children, in-
fants, who really had nothing to do 
with the family decision on coming to 
America: We are going to give you a 
chance, since you grew up undocu-
mented, to be a part of this Nation. So 
every 2 years, you can apply for renew-
able status, be protected from deporta-
tion, and be allowed to legally work. 
We will do a criminal investigation, 
national security investigation, and if 
we believe that you are no threat to 
this country, we will give you 2 years 
to prove yourself. 

More than 800,000 young people 
stepped forward and made a life in 
America and did extraordinary things 
for this country. They proved that, 
given a chance to be part of America’s 
future, they would make it a better na-

tion. Two of them testified today. One 
of them is a doctor from the city of 
Chicago. I am so proud of him, Dr. 
Bernal Mejia. He was born in Mexico 
and grew up in Memphis, TN. He strug-
gled, scrapped, clawed his way into an 
amazing undergraduate institution, 
graduated summa cum laude, and 
hoped that one day he would have a 
chance to go to medical school. 

Before DACA, that was a dream that 
was way too distant. Then came DACA. 
He looked around to see if any medical 
schools in the United States would let 
someone who was protected by DACA 
apply for medical school. It turned out 
there was one. I am proud to say it was 
Loyola University in Chicago, the 
Stritch School of Medicine. They 
didn’t create a new category of stu-
dents; they just said: We will let you 
compete. If you are good enough, we 
will admit you as a student. 

Over 30 DACA students became med-
ical students at Loyola. Dr. Mejia was 
one. He is now about to finish, in a few 
weeks, the third year of his residency 
in emergency medicine. He has spent 
the last year and a half, as you can 
imagine, in emergency rooms saving 
the lives of so many people, particu-
larly victims of COVID–19. 

How many times has each of us 
thanked the healthcare heroes, and 
how many times have we thought that 
one of them might have been an un-
documented doctor whose future and 
fate are still so uncertain in America? 
That is the case today because the 
DREAM Act has not become the law of 
the land. 

So we had a hearing and discussed his 
situation and the bill that was sent to 
us by the House. I believe there is some 
bipartisan sentiment in favor of that, 
and I am trying to work to develop 
that into legislation that will finally 
give to Dr. Mejia and so many others 
across this country the future in Amer-
ica which they have all prayed for. 
They have worked hard to earn it. 
They deserve it. 

I am glad, at this hearing today, the 
doctor came and told this story. It is 
an inspiration to me and all who be-
lieve in this country that we should 
have justice when it comes to immigra-
tion. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 1520 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise for the ninth time to once 
again call for this entire body to have 
the opportunity to consider and to cast 
their votes for the Military Justice Im-

provement and Increasing Prevention 
Act. 

This commonsense reform would en-
sure that people in the military who 
have been subjected to sexual assault 
and other serious crimes get the justice 
they deserve. 

I have been calling for a full floor 
vote on this bill since May 24. That was 
22 days ago. Since then, an estimated 
1,232 servicemembers will have been 
raped or sexually assaulted. 

Two in three of those survivors will 
not even report it because they know 
they are more likely to face retaliation 
than to receive justice. 

Tonight, I want to share the story of 
just one of these countless survivors of 
sexual assault in our military who 
bravely shared her story with me. 

A husband and a wife both served in 
the Marine Corps when the wife was as-
saulted by another marine. Her com-
mander concluded that she deserved ill 
treatment for wearing running shorts 
and makeup. Her husband said that 
when he read the opinions of the com-
mand-appointed investigator, he found 
that he compared rape to prostitution 
or marrying a rich man. The wife said 
of the retaliation after she reported the 
assault that ‘‘[t]he humiliation of the 
retaliation was worse than the assault 
because it was sanctioned from those 
same leaders I once would have risked 
my life for.’’ 

I ask my colleagues—I ask my col-
leagues to imagine living through the 
worst day of your life and knowing 
that nothing would happen to your as-
sailant. Imagine knowing that there 
was a bill that could change this sys-
tem that failed you, knowing that Sen-
ators from both sides of the aisle have 
come together to advocate for it, 
knowing that if it were allowed to be 
voted on, it would pass. 

Now imagine the vote getting denied 
night after night after night, watching 
the government that you volunteered 
to serve and defend continue to fail 
you. 

We have to do better. We can start by 
bringing this legislation to the floor. 

I ask unanimous consent that at a 
time to be determined by the majority 
leader in consultation with the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 1520 and the 
Senate proceed to its consideration; 
that there be 2 hours for debate, equal-
ly divided in the usual form, and that 
upon the use or yielding back of that 
time, the Senate vote on the bill with 
no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REED. Madam President, reserv-
ing my right to object, the legislation 
that the Senator from New York pro-
poses, particularly with respect to the 
issue of crimes involving sexual mis-
conduct, is something that I support. 
But without a thorough, careful review 
in the Armed Services Committee, 
which is the traditional means of mak-
ing these decisions, particularly when 
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